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' PARDON. 

Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous 
man his thoughts ; and let him return unto the Lord 
and he will have mercy upon him; and to our God, 
for he will abundantly ranvox. Isaiah lv. 7. 

There is no medium through which the character 
of Jehovah appears more amiable, more excellent 
and ennobling, and perhaps there is none less cor- 
rectly understood by the generality of christians, than 
the prerogative of pardon. That God does pardon, 
is evident from numerous instances on record, be- 
side that presented to the mind, in the words we 
have selected from the volume of divine truth. But, 
how does God pardon ? This question has been asked 
by many an inquiring mind, and has in as many in- 
stances received some sort of answer; answers as 
various and as discordant as the sectarian principles 
which prompts them. It is not to be wondered at, 
therefore, that the answers given rarely if ever satis- 
fy the inquirer, and that the question still continues 
to be asked with increased anxiety, how does God 
pardon ? The voice of modern orthodoxy answers, 
by saving us from an eternity of wretchedness and 
misery, which all sinners richly deserve, as the just 
demerit of their manifold and henious transgressions 
and sins. 

But why does God thus pardon ? To this question 
the same persons give two answers, according to 
their views of the same. Says the first—God par- 
dons because we repent, forsake our evil ways and 
turn unto him with full purpose of heart. Not so, 
says the other, but he pardons in consequence of his 
having chosen us, the pardoned, from before the 
foundations of the world, to receive eternal salvation 
for the glory of his name. The first of these, then, 
supposes that God parduns because we repent. If 
so, how does he pardon ? We ask, how does he par- 











power, he exercises his right in so doing. His glory ! 
what is his glory ? Is it injustice, is it dishonour, is it 
barbarity ? Oh no, but the reverse of all these. What 
dhe reverse of these, and yet God pardon one sinner, 
and damn another equally guilty, simply because he 
has the power so to do? Is this justice ; If so, may 
God grant that mankind may never bave justice done 
them ! Js it to the honour of God that a part of his 
creatures should be eternally damned, and the other 
saved ? Honour indeed, honour blacker than hell, 
and more disgraceful than the lust of demons ! Can 
the character of God be merciful, when he claims 
the right, and exercises the prerogative of saving 
one, and damning another, simply because he has 
the power so to do? If so, may the mercy of God 
never be my portion ; rather let me writhe beneath 
the burning of hell and the scorn of devils, than to 
be saved by such mercy ; the first I could view in 
its true light, and honestly detest it ; but the other I 
must clasp to my bosom as my eternal portion, while 
my soul rejects it with disdain and abhorrence ! But 
where is the evidence to be found in support of this 
horrid idea? Is it in the bible—is it in the works of 
creation—or is it proclaimed by the voice of inspira- 
tion ? Nonsense, no! tis no where but in the deprav- 
ed heart of selfish, wilful man! The oracles of di- 
vine truth so far from teaching that God by pardon- 
ing will release any from the just demerit of their 
crimes, plainly and uniformly declares, ** he that do- 
eth wrong shall receive for the wrong which he hath 
done, and there is no respect of persons, and that God 
will by no means clear the guilty.” These and 
the like are the assurances of inspiration, and present 
to the mind plain and positive testimony in proof that 
the modern principles of orthodoxy are incorrect 
and inconsistent. But it may be asked, if God does 
truly bestow all the punishment upon man which he 
deserves, how does he pardon ? We answer, he par- 
dons by relieving the mind of man from the weight 
of mental darkness, the offspring of sin and iniquity, 
and bringing it into the clear understanding of his 
| Pusposes, as revealed in the oracles of divine truth. 
|.“ Let the wicked forsake his ways and the unright- 
| cous man his thoughts, and Jet him return unto the 





by Br. Kneeland of New-York, upon our notice of 
Mr. Sewall’s Hymn Book, in the 36th No. of the 
Telescope. 

We had fondly thought we should not have to 
bring this painful subject again before the public, 
but as Br. K. has either taken umbrage at our form- 
er remarks, or considers them of sufficient import- 
ance to require an answer in ‘defence of his own mo- 
tives, (which we never intended to arraign,) we can 
do no less, consistently, than notice his answer as 
briefly as possible. 

He says, after enumerating several objections 
which we made with respect to this Hymn Book ; 
“ Now, admitting that the Book has all the objections 
here named, (though we think the account s rather 
highly stained,) yet here are but 18 Hymns objec- 
tionable out of 641, (for this is the number including 
the Apendix,) leaving a balance of 623 hymns; 98 
more than is contained in “the selection made by 
the Editor of this paper,” (Christian Telecope) and 
which can be well afforded at the same price. ‘* Now 
admitting that the Book has all the objections here 
named””—What objections ’—Does Br. K. think that 
all the objections consist in the number of the hymns 
objectionable, and the price of the book ? If there 
were but one solitary hymn in the whole selection, 
and that one containing the abominations we com- 
plain of, recommended to the use of Universalist So- 
cieties by an Universalist minister, we should have 
the same objections to it we now have, as containing 
doctrines derogatory to the God of heaven and earth 
and which Br. K. himself would blush to hear read 
from his pulpit. But he proceeds ;—But it is pre- 
sumed that “* G.” is not ignorant that some of our 
brethren, as well as many, if not all the Unitarians, 
for whom the body of the work was professedly de- 
| signed, believe in the very things to which he ob- 

jects, save perhaps the one solitary hymn. And the 
| phraseology of even this should not disturb a Uni- 
versalist who can read understandingly Esek. xvi. 
,63.” Br. K.1s right in this particular, we are “ not 
' ignorant that the Unitarians believe in the very things 
| to which we object,” and it is to be supposed that 
| Br. K. is not ignorant of the same fact, or he would 





don? We can see no pardon, (as explained by the | Lord ;” and he will inevitably experience that peace | not have laboured so industriously as he has done for 


adyocates of this doctrine,) as respects the creature, 


for the conditjon of his receiving the remittance of | ‘ : : 3 
and | €d, not from eternal misery, for this he was never in! « some of our brethren ?” How 


his punishmeit is repentance, he does repent, 
is therefore as much entitled to that remittance as 


| . . . { 
the man is to his land after he has paid the price of ; Y 4nd the dreadful foreboding of eternity, the nat-) yersutist th 


the same to the former owner. There is then no 
pardon in such remittance ; he does but receive his 
due ; he is exonerated from a certain burden, by 
paying a stipulated price for the same. You are 
right says the other, and you might have justly. ad- 
ded, that the work of repentance bears no ‘propor- 
tion to the punishment from which he is exonerated, 
but I can tell you how it is ; God pardons us because 
it conduces to his glory so to do; he displays his 


| which the world can neither give nor take away : 
Let him forsake his evil ways, and he will be reliev- 


danger of, but from present wretchedness and mise- 
{ural effects of sin and error, and enjoy peace, con- 


: tentment and true felicity, which can only flow from 
| a true knowledge of the character of God, and a 
| grace. G. 


MR. SEWALL’S HYMN BOOK—acars. 


several years past to remove “ these very objections” 
|from their minds. But what does Br. K. mean by 
large a number is 
where is there even “one solitary” Uni- 
at believes in the very things to which we 
object? (purgatory, a last and general judgment 
| day, eternal misery, free agency of man, and eternal 


| 6 some ?” 


, hago Pe | rewards for the finite actions of mortals beyond the 
| complete confidence in his never-failing mercy and | 


grave. See C. T. No. 36.) Will Br. K. point out 


| the society, the man ?—Is himself one? No. And 
| we dare answer for it there is not a Universalist on 


God’s footstool that. believes such nonsense. We 


We received a few evenings since the 15th No. of| mean all of it ; because a man can read the English 
' the ‘* Christian Inquirer,” containing some remarks! alphabet, it is not tobe presumed he is a perfect 
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Theologian, 


nd Of course is liable tobe sometimes | 


* 
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is.a.dangerous thing.” We do not mean however, | are to be adopted containing sentiments which as uni- 


to apply this remark to Br. K. we know and value | 


his talents and erudition-too highly for that. 
But again, Br. K. quotes our words. 


“If we are | 


vertsalists we do not, and cannot conscientiously be- 


lieve, why did be recommend Mr. Faylor’s hymn 


book to the society in Philadelphia, in preference to 


Universalists let us be consistent in our views; let | the old standard work of Dr. Watts, which we'be- 


us not introduce sentiments into our hymns which 
we would deny with our lips; let us not efile the 
altars of our sanctuaries by such unholy oblations, 
nor the character of our God by such unheard of 
blasphemies !” He then asks ; “Does “G.” know 
what manner of spirit he is of ? This is language 
which marked sectarianism from the reign of Con- 
stantine to the present day ; and we are sorry to see 
it, as it is no better, but, if possible, worse, coming 
from a professed Universalist.” What, we would 
ask Br. K. is the language which marked sectarian- 
ism? Is it consistency of sentiments? Surely he 
must have forgotten the gentleness of his own “ spir- 
it” when he wrote this, Who ever heard of consist- 
ent sectarianism ? Will Br. K. have the goodness to 
explain himself upon this particular? But we thank 
Br. K. for the sorrow he expresses on our account, 
and return the compliment by asking, how he makes 
the defence of Universalism the language of Sectari- 
anism ? Is himself willing to be called a minister of 
sectarianism ? But Br. K. mistakes, the narrow con- 
‘tracted views of sectarians are no more to be compar- 
ed to the views and feelings which Universalism in- 
oulcates, than the spirit of anti-Christ is to Christian- 
ity ; and he might as well have said that the voice 


of universal benevolence speaks the language of sec- 
tarianism, as to affirm that the voice of reasen and 


morality does. But we would seriously ask Br. K. 
if he thinks the morals of the rising generation would 


be very greatly improved from the constant use of | 
such hymns as we have named in ‘the societies to | 





' lieve contains more matter, can be obtained at least 


as low as the other, and in which we dare affirm 


hymns can be found suited to every sect in christéme 


dom, and indeed in the world, not excepting even 
the Pagan or the Turk. 

Br. K. does not consider it of any importance to 
explain why the selection made by the Editor of this 
pape? was superseded by Mr. Sewall’s selection in 
the society in N. York, but goes on to make some 
remarks with regard to some erroneous statements 
made by us, which we shall notice very briefly — 
Ist. He says our language implied that he, (Br. K.) 
“has for some cause or other injured the Editor of 
the Telescope, in tejecging his hymn book, and in- 
troducing Mr. Sewall’s (with his own appendix) in 
its stead.” ‘With repect to this charge we have only 
to say, that our language is plain, and Br. K. is at 
liberty to draw his own inferences, provided he does 
not lay them to our charge. ‘We merely repeat the 
inquiry—why was that selection rejected and Mr. 
Sewall’s introduced in its stead? This he next at- 
tempts to explain, but ¢ither misunderstood us, or 
has:so jumbled his words togetlicr, that ey seem to 
have no reference to such explanation. He mentions 
circumstances which transpired in Philadelphia long 
previous to this, and shows why Mr. Taylor’s selec- 
tion, (with his appendix,) was introduced into his so- 
ciety in that place, and adds this appendix, (the one 
added to Mr. Taylor’s selection,) “is what ‘ G’ calls 
a selection of 250-hymns.” We may have mistaken 
the number of hymns in that appendix’s ‘being 125 


ave a man’ sing” hat the does not bélieve,” why | 16 
** confounded,” for says the Poet, “A little learning | adopt books which contain them? If hymn books | ti 





in any congregation ;) which we object to, (and 
which Br. K. cannot expect universalists to buy, and 
separately would as svon think of offering to selj 
them the Alcoran ofthe Impostor ;) there-is left 
623, and at the average price of 94 mills, will make 
the wholesale price $60. The Editor’s contains 525, 
which, at 94, (the same price, ) will come as near to 
the wholesale price as the others ($ 50.) Now we 
would ask, where is the difference in these two 
books that.should cause Br. K. to reject the one al 
ready in use, and introduce the other? He tulks 
much of the price ; but can Br. K’s society dismiss 
one book which costs them about $ 60 per hundred, 
and introduce another equally costly in its stead, and 
yet be at no expense farther than they would have 
been, had they retained the old one ? Suppose we 
allow 25 per cent deduction in selling the old ones, 
(a very low calculation,) how much does Br. k’s 
books stand his society in? Answer—about $75 per 
hundred—334 per cent more than the Editor’s!! 
And this is the book which he recommends to Uni. 
versalist societies as being the cheapest in use ; itis 
presumed Br. K. has forgotten, (for it cannot be sup. 
posed he is ignorant of the fact,) that most of the 
Universalist societies in this country are now provi- 
ded with some sort-or other of hymn books, and 
were they to dismiss them, would be at the unneces. 
sary expense, to which his society have been. We 
seriously advise Br. K. to turn to Ezekiel again, and 
perhaps he may be enabled to come to a better un- 
derstanding of the subject, and not attempt again to 
confound us, with the pith of his,allusions. We 
have said all we consider necessary in allusion to 
this subject, and even perbaps more than we ought; 
being as we bcfore said, confident that merely to no- 


which their parents and guardians belong, and which | (as Br. K. says it contained) instead of 250, and if'so, | tice the book was all that was necessary, as we have 
if they attend as they should do, they must necessa- | stand corrected ; he then states (if we understand | too much confidence in the prudence and discretion 
rily in a greater or less degree become familiar ? We | him rightly) that afterward, in consequence of the | of our societies, “ to suppose they will countenance 


anticipate his answer, and proceed ; ** No he would 
not have a man singing what he does not believe ; 
but, then, what is honestly believed, if even errone- 
ous, is not blasphemy, whether said or sung, and as 
every minister cannot well afford to make a hymn 
book for his congregation, (as in that case they must 
come very dear,) let him omit what he thinks objec- 
tio nable.” 

With respect to the honest sentiments ofany man or 


set of men we believe neither Br. K. nor any other man | 


can accuse us justly of terming them blasphemous ; 
on the contrary we have frequently affirmed, and do 
now affirm, that every man, let whatever may be his 
private views, prejudices and feelings, so that he be 
sincere in his professions, and acts conformably there- 
to, is entitled to respect, and is as much more de- 
serving of the name of Christian, than a mere specu- 
lative believer in pure christianity ; as an honest 
man, is more deserving than a painted hypocrite.— 
We say, that the sentiments of the hymns we have 
pointed out are blasphemous when they come from 
a Universalist, or Universalists ; they are the language 
of hypocris~. and betray a most irreverent regard for 
fhe character of God. But if Br. K. ‘‘ would not 











, body of the work (Mr. Taylor’s selection) being out | 


of print, “we were obliged to make a shift. Mr. 
Pickering’s selection was then adopted principally 
on account of its size, as it would answer to bind 
with my appendix.” With respect to Br. K’s devial 
of having ever seen Mr. Sewall’s selection previous 
to his adopting the Editor’s selection, (with his ap- 
pendix, ) as the Editor is the best acquainted with 
the facts, we refer Br. K. to his remarks upon that 
subject. 


The next, and last thing we shall notice, is with 
respect to the price. Although we consider this of 
no consequence, comparatively, yet we will com- 
pare them, for truth’s sake. Mr. Sewall’s book con- 
tains 504 hymns, and Mr. K’s appendix 137—641 in 
all, taking trash and all together, and which is 116 
more than are contained in the Editor’s selection.— 
The body of the work, (according to his note pre- 
fixed,) can be afforded at $40; the appendix at 
$20 ; or the whole together at $60 per hundred.— 
The Editor’s can be afforded at $50 per bundred, 
bound ; and contains 525 hymns, of sufficient variety 
to suit almost, if not every subject for which they 
were intended to be used. Now after deducting the 





it, without a thorough examination of its contents.” 
G. 


MR. SEWALL’S HYMN BOOK—once mont. 

It was not my intention to have offered any thing 
to the publick, on the subject of Rev. Mr. Knecland’s 
introduction of the above mentioned Hymn Book 
into the 2d Universalist Society in the City of Nev- 
York, to the rejection of my selection, which was 
already in use by the Society, nor that of his recom- 
mending it to other Societies, had he not taken the 
liberty to set the communication of G. in the 36h 
No. of the Telescope, to my credit and accounl; 
though I intended to address a private letter to him 
on the subject. These are his words, ‘* G. therefore, 
(alias P.) feels it his bounden duty to warn the pub- 
lick of the pecerrion !” 

In reply to this, it is only necessary to say, thst 
the gentleman who wrote and inserted that commu- 
nicatiop, has been employed by me to conduct the 
Editorial duties of the Christian Telescope for the 
last eight weeks, as 1 had too many other duties and 
engagements to give it attention myself. So fat, 
however as relates to the general scope of the com 
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—————— 
munication, it is strictly true ; and as such, is capa- 
ble of an honourable defence. ‘ 

It is with reluctance that I come forward to cor- 
rect 2" important error in Mr. K’s-communication, 
published in the “Inquirer” of New-York ; namely, 
that he had never seen Mr. Sewall’s Hymn Book un- 
til after‘he had adopted my Collection. This error, 
| think is attributable to want of recollection. For 
in the summer of 1823, when Mr. K. spent a few 
days at my house, I showed him an elegant volume 
of Mr. Sewall’s Hymn Book, and informed him that 
I had quoted more extensively from that, while com- 
piling mine, than from any other ; and but for three 
objections, it would be well adapted to the use of 
Universalist societies: 1. Several of the Hymns 
were too long for publick service. 2. They were 
not so well adapted to publick worship, by reason 
of the greater part of them being expressed in the 
singular, instead of the plural number. 3. It con- 
tained some hymns that were hostile to the sentim- 
ents which Universalists believe and teach. 

Mr. K. read in different parts of the book, spake 
of the handsome manner in which the work was ex- 
ecuted, and thought, (or so expressed himself, ) that 
the objections which I mentioned were a sufficient 
reason for its not being received by the Universalists. 

By comparing the Hymn Book of Mr. Sewall, with 
that of mine, I find that the former, with Mr. K’s 4p- 
pendix, contains 345 Hymns which are in my . Selec- 
tion; and 180 of the Hymns in mine are left out in 
the book which Mr. K. has recommended. ‘To sup- 
ply this deficiency, however, the Book of Messrs. 
Sewall & Kneeland contains 296 Hymns which are 
not found in mine. All these hyinns have been look- 
ed over with as much care, as the little time which 
could be spared for that purpose would permit. All 
of them, except the number of about 20, were rejec- 
ted by me at the time I compiled my selection. They 
were rejected for the following reasons. —27 of them 
were over si# verses each.—About 100 either ex- 
press or imply sentiments which neither Mr. Knee- 
land, myself, or the Universalists in general believe. — 
Many of them are composed on those general sen- 
tments, which, though unexceptionable to him or 
me, On account of doctrine, are much better ex- 
pressed in a variety of Hymns which I gave an in- 
sertion: Lastly, most of the remzinder were speci- 
mens of hard and clumsy poetry, which would be 
difficult to.sing, for want of harmony and good ac- 
cent. A few of the Hymns, say nearly fwenty, are 
not subject to the above objections. 

Rev. Mr. K. has offered as a reason for rejecting 
my book, that there is no inder to the subjects, and 
the arrangement is not like Mr. Sewall’s. As to the 
arrangement, every man knows, who has reflected 
for a moment upon the subject, that it is of no con- 
Sequence to any person, if there were an index of 
subjects : And evef an index of subjects is of very 
little use, except to the preacher, in selecting the 
Hymns for the Choir; in which case he might pos- 
sibly be obliged to spend five minutes more, once in 
the week, to look out his Hymns by an index of first 
lines. And is this a sufficient reason for rejecting a 
book which had required the patient employment of 
all the time that could be spared from the other la- 





— ————— : 

bours of the compiler for eighteen months, besides 
the expense of nearly ONE THOUSAND DOL- 
LARS ? But there is another reason assigned for re- 
jecting my book ; the price is higher. This comes 
with an ill grace from Mr. K. for he very well knows 
that he has had my Hymn-Book in sheets at $ 40 per 
hundred ; and this, at the highest that I have ever 
given for plain bindings, would bring them at the 
sum of $524 per hundred, bound. And I henceforth 
intend to supply by the hundred at $50. Nor have 
T ever thought of receiving more than $624. But 
admitting they’ were really a dearer book than Mr. 
Sewall’s (which is not the fact,) would titis be a suf- 
ficient reason for rejecting them, and adopting a 
Book which contains sentiments hostile to the faith 
of Universalists ? Has Mr. K. acted upon this princi- 
ple in publishing his Zestament and Sermons ? No— 
But upon an entire different one. And are our chil- 
dren and youth to be instructed to praise the Great 
Creator in the rehearsal of Hymns which we believe 
to be a libel upon his character and government, 
merely to save a few cents?! “Tell it not in 
Gath.” 

If Mr, K. is so desirous of saving his congregation 
afew cents, perhaps it might be brought about by 
employing some gentlemen in this town, to purchase 
“ Watts’ Psalms and Hymns,” which are frequently 
sold (as we are informed,) tor from 10 to 20 cents 
per volume at auction. But perhaps a. questicn 
might here arise—Whet would become of the ap- 
pendix ? ; 

I shall now drop this unpleasant subject, and as 1 
hope for ever: Nor shall I again resume it, unless a 
continuance on the part of Mr. K. should render far- 
ther remarks indispensable, . And I sincerely regret 
that he should have introduced any thing into his 
communication in the Inqurren that imperiously de- 
manded a reply-; as I had much rather have passed 
over the whole subject of, what must appear to eve- 
ry reflecting man, a direct injury, than to have offer- 
ed a single remark. D. P. 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 


x TO “ELIZA.” 
In answer to her complimentary effusion, addressed to 
“ Ellen,” in the Christian Telescope of the 1st inst. 


Seraphic strains, if I could sing, 
Or wake Apollo’s tuneful lyre ; 
_An off’ring worthy, I might bring, 
Of her, who doth my muse inspire. 


Grateful I feel, dear friend unknown, 
That thou shouldst honour lay of mine ; 
Or one, as kindred spirit own, 

Whose sweetest notes are harsh to thine. 
When list’ning to thy melting strains, 
As thou dost sing of gospel grace ; 

My thoughts oft soar where Jesus reigns, 
All unconfin’d by time or space. 


And when thou sing’st of “ Sea of doubt,” 
On which thy “fragile barque was toss’d ;” 
I sympathize with thee throughout ; 

For I, that fearful sea have cross’d. 


But now that we’re “safe moor’d at last,” 
We'll praise the Lord, whose arm did save, 


1 know no place, where He is not 
His presence fills immensity ; 
The fertile, and the barren spot, 
Are both the care of Deity. 


Thou bid’st me strike again my lyre, 
Dearest Eliza, I obey ; 

I would that I could from its wire, 
Draw sweeter notes—a softer lay. 


But mine’s a wayward, fickle muse, 
That will not come, whene’er I will : 
Their gifts to me, the “Nine” refuse ; 
But theu hast wooed with greater skill. 


Yet will I chant my Maker’s praise, 
And sound the dear Redeemer’s name ; 
The grateful heart its homage pays, 
Regardless of applause or blame. 


And thou, Eliza, wilt 1 know, 

Still laud with me redeeming grace : 
Salvation, to our God we owe ! 
Which, in the Scriptures, we can trace. 


Farewell, tho’ we should never meet, 
While, pilgrims, o’er the earth we rove ; 
Yet, we'll each other kindly greet, 
When we shall dwell in courts above. 


ELLEN. 


Hudson, N. Y. April 12, 1826. 
EEE 
SELECTIONS. 








FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


THINGS WHICH EXCITE SUSPICION. 

There are very few things more common among 
the opposers of Universal Salvation than it is for them 
to say, that this doctrine is utterly opposed to the sa- 
cred scriptures and highly dangerous to the cause of 
morality. These assertions are of long standing. 
When Mr. Murray first landed in this country, his en- 
emies, in their earliest efforts against. him, asserted 
such things. They might have believed what they 
said ; it is somewhat probable that they did. But I 
| suspect that now, even those who assert these things 
| with the most positiveness and imperious dogmatism, 
| scarcely believe what they say. I say, I suspect it,— 

1 would not say that it is so; neither should I enter- 
tain such a suspicion, if certain circumstances did not 
create it in my mind. 

Let us look at the first part of this assertion,—the 
doctrine is utterly opposed to the sacred scriptures. 
Now if those people who say this do themselves re- 
ally believe what they say, would they not be willing 
to settle the controversy concerning this doctrine by 
an appeal to the scriptures? It is their manifest un- 
willingness to do this which causes me. #0 suspect 
they do not believe, or, at least, do not filly consid- 
er what they say. It is very seldom you ean get 
them to discuss the subject at all. But if they do, 
instead of going immediately to the scriptures, they 
will say, “thisis a devilish doctrine; it is leading 
poor, immortal souls down to hell : God will be 1 
just to treat nien all alike in the future world, as the 
righteous often suffer more-here than the wicked : 
If this be true, the Sodomites went directly to heay- 
en, while Lot was left in this wicked world.”—It is 
indeed a difficult thing to get them to determine the 
matter in dispute by scripture arguments. Not long 








Whose beacon shone above our mast, 
And guided o‘er each bill’wy wave. 


since I heard some conyersation between a Univer- 
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salist clergyman and one.who isa Calvinistic Baptist. 
The Universalist asked him what were the principal 
passages on which he relied to support the doctrine 
of endless misery. ‘The Baptist minister, instead of 
bringing them forward, did not wish to enter into a 
controversy upon the subject. There has been a 
considerable outcry about the modern doctrine of 
Universalism as it is called, which teaches that the 
very ways of wisdom are pleasantness, while the way 
of the transgressor itself is hard, and hence that man 
can sufferonly while he remains in an imperfect and 
peccable state, and while he is asinner. People 
can cry out against this—What! Js there no future 
punishment ?—Are all to be iztroduced into heaven at 
death? How unreasonable! how demoralizing ! 
how unscriptural is this! And yet you can very 
seldom get these people to make it a Scripture 
question. You can very seldom get them to 
bring forward their scripture proofs even of a lim- 
ited future punishment. They tell us continual- 
ly there are many passages in the Bible to prove 
it; but when we ask them to point such out, 
they generally waive the subject, Sometimes I have 
selected a passage and asked them if they relied up- 
on that to prove the doctrine of future punishment ; 
but they would most generally say, why, how do you 
explain that ? They would wish to hear my expla- 
nation before they could tell whether they relied 


upon it or not. 
When these people have sometimes ventured to 


bring forward their passages, it was evident that they 
relied more upon the sound than the sense of them ; 
or rather more upon that sense which custom had 
given to some words and phrases in them, than to 
the real sense of the inspired writer. For if you in- 
quire whether their views of such passages are cor- 
rect, if you institute any just criticism to ascertain 
the real sense of the passages, you are not thought 
worthy of much attention. It seems to have been 
the lsbor of some to put a stop to all such inquiry. 
Indeed, if we can judge from these circumstances, 
such people are afraid that a future state of sin and 
misery cannot be proved by the true sense of scripture. 
And yet these are the very people who keep up the 
cry that the doctrine of Universalism is a most un- 
scriptural doctrine. How can we stifle the suspicion 
that such people do not themselves, at heart, be- 


lieve what they say ? 
The Unitarians have joined loudly in this cry. 


But have they been more willing than others to test 
the matter by the law and the testimony ? They can 
pursue what they denominate a course of reasoning : 
(how justly it is thus called let others determine) 
they can argue from the fitness of things, the pro- 
priety of things, the tendency of things, or the anal- 
ogy of things. If it were not customary for a cler- 
gyman to select a text from the scriptures, we should 
think they might dispense with even this, for they 
generally make it the motto, rather than the founda- 
tion of a discourse. It is my opinion they begin to 
see, that the passages which have been used to prove 
that there is a future state of sin and misery, are sus- 
ceptible of a much more easy and natural interpre- 
tation. But the old idea must be ‘kept alive, that 


present, from examining this subject, lest they should 
see it also. 

Let us look now at the other part of the assertion 
against Universalism, viz. that it is highly dangerous 
to the cause of morality, and see if we have not rea- 
son to think that those who make it either do not be- 
lieve, or do not consider it. 

I will ask the reader if he ever found one of the 
opposers of Universalism who was willing to ack- 
nowledge that the fear of future punishment was the 
motive which mduced him to obey the commands of 
God ;—that no love of God, no love of mankind, no 
respect for individual reputation, no hope of satisfac- 
tion, no expectation of present reward nor fear of 
the present consequences of sin caused him to turn 
away from iniquity and do good. Is it common to 
find a man who will not in his candid moments ack- 
nowledge, that the fear which the vilest sinners 
have of punishment in this life, is a greater restraint 
upon them than all the terrors of the future state 
which the clergy have held up? And I would ask 
one more question : Can you, reader, find any oppo- 
ser of Universalism who is willing to say, that provi- 
ded a man should do good only through fear of a fu- 
ture punishment, not for any love of virtue, of God, 
or of ran, nor with any regard to the consequences 
which would attend his actions among mankind, 
whether that man’s conduct is of a character to be 
commended, and whether he himself could be held 
up as a pattern worthy of imitation ? No, reader ; af- 
ter all this outcry about the licentiousness of Uni- 
versalism, you will find in it the most powerful mo- 
tives to virtue which can operate upon mankind : 
after all people have said about the dangerous ten- 
dency of this doctrine, you will find they will not 
acknowledge that the fear of punishment in the fu- 
ture state causes them to do well ; they will not say 
but what the fear of the present consequences of sin 
is a greater restraint upon the vilest sinners than the 
preaching of future punishment has ever been. 
Such things excite my suspicion that they themselves 
do not believe what they say about this doctrine. 
I do not wish to entertain such a suspicion, but I can- 
not govern my mind so as to suppress thoughts which 
are raised by clear and frequently occurring circum- 
stances. 

Should the reader inquire why people still say 
that Universalism is utterly unscriptural and highly 
dangerous to the cause of morality, my answer is, to 
keep alive the public prejudices against a doctrine 
they despair of refuting. RICHARDS. 





ORIGINAL ANECDOTE. 

A clergyman in this region, not long since, who 
had insensibly fell into the habit of continuing his 
discourses to an unnecessary length, on opening his 
front door one Saturday morning, found the follow- 
ing sentence written in a legible hand with chalk 
upon the step-stone :—“ Even the very stones cry 
out, SHORTEN your Sermons.” This sly hint pro- 
duced the desired effect, and brought his sermons 
down to the consistent length of about thirty minutes. 





It often happens, that those are most desirous of 


WILMAAM PENN, A UNITARIAN. 
Before I shall conclude this head, it is requisite | 
should inform thee, reader, concerning the origin of 


the Trinitarian doctrine. ‘Thou mayest thy- 
self, it is not from the scriptures nor since so 


expressly repugnant ; although all broachers of their 
own inventions strongly endeavour to reconcile them 
with that holy record. Know then, my friend, it 
was born above three hundred years afler the ancient 
Gospel was declared ; it was conceived in ignorance, 
brought forth and maintained by, cruelty ; for though 
he that was strongest imposed his opinion, persecu- 
ting the contrary, yet, the scale turning on the Trini- 
tarian side, it has there continued through all the 
Romish generations ; and notwithstanding it hath 
obtained the name of Athanasian from Athanasius, 
(a stiff man, witness his carriage towards Constan- 
tine the emperor, ) because supposed to have been 
most concerned in the framing that creed in which 
this doctrine is asserted ; yet have I never seen one 
copy void of a suspicion, rather to have been the re- 
sults of Popish schoolmen ; which I could render 
more perspicuous, did not brevity necessitate me to 
an omission. —Sandy Foundation Shaken. 





Forgiveness. —* Forgiveness is the economy of the 
heart. A Christian will find it cheaper to pardon 
than to resent. Forgiveness saves the expense of 
anger, the cost of hatred, the waste of spirits.” 
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MARRIED, 

In this town, on Sunday evening last, by Rev. Mr. 
Ganc, Mr. James H. Hodge, of Boston, to Miss Mary 
B. Simmons, of this town. 

On the same evening, by Rev. Mr. Edes, Mr. Ho- 
ratio Webb, Printer, to Miss Betsey Pike, both of 
Brooklin, Con. 

In Cumberland, on the 15th inst. by Rev. Mr. Cut- 
ler, Mr. Arnold Cooke to Miss Ellen Ann Jillson, both 
of that place. 








DIED, 

In this town, on Thursday last, Amelia Cooke, in- 
fant daughter of Mr. Thomas H. Rhodes. . 

On Wednesday evening, April 12th, Charles Smith, 
son of Major Wm. R. Frost, aged 4 years. 

Same evening, Mrs. Mary Eddy, in her 88th year, 
relict of the late Mr. Esek Eddy. 

On Sunday morning last, Sarah, infant daughter of 
Major Wm. R. Frost, aged 21 months. 

Same evening, Mrs. Pamelia Angell, wife of Mr. 
Thomas Angell, in the 52d year of her age. 

On Sunday night last, John Martin, infant son of 
Mr. Sylvester S. Southworth, aged 6 months. 

On Monday morning last, Mrs. Jane Haswell, wife 
of Mr. Philip Haswell, aged 33 years. 
RTT EEL NTIS AE TT 

A BOOK MISSING. 

The Editor of the ‘Telescope finds a vacant place 
in his Book-Case, which was formerly occupied by 
the Jn Whig; two volumes, neatly bound 
together, and lettered. The person who has it in 
keeping, will confer a special favour by returning it 
to the owner, as soon as convenignt. : 
ii + 
* .*A few copies of the 3d edition of Mr. Picker- 
ing’s answer to the Quaker is received, and for sale 
at S. W. Wheeler’s store, 1103 Westminster street. 
Also Rev. Mr. Kneeland’s Sermon on the doctrine 
ATONEMENT. Also, Kneeland’s Testament. 


(Ff Those who wish to furnish their pews with 




















Universalism is unscriptural; and every endeavor 
must be used to divert the people, at least for the 


governing others, who are least able to govern them- 
selves. . 





Hymn Books, can be accommodated by S. W. Whee- 
ler, 1103 Westminster-street, or by Mr. Pickering: 








